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MAY  25,  1954  (JUNE  ISSUE) 


CONGRESS  ENTERS  THE  HOME  STRETCH 


Legislative  log-jam  faces  Congress,  with  Congressional 
leaders  aiming  for  adjournment  August  L  The  New  York 
Times  says  "the  record  of  accomplishment  is  still  dis¬ 
appointingly  small”.  Many  constructive  measures  will 
probably  be  ignored  or  given  scant  debate.  The  outlook  is 
very  doubtful  for  favorable  action  on  extension  of  recipro¬ 
cal  trade  program,  civil  liberties  legislation  other  than 
wire-tapping,  an  effective  fair  employment  practices  law. 
House  action  on  the  resolution  calling  for  universal  en¬ 
forceable  disarmament,  and  statehood  for  both  Hawaii  and 
Alaska. 

At  this  writing,  legislation  for  disposal  of  surplus  foods 
is  still  in  Committee,  with  a  jurisdictional  dispute  over 
whether  foreign  disposal  should  be  handled  by  the  House 
Committee  on  Agriculture,  or  by  the  House  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs. 

The  crisis  deepens  in  Indo-China,  with  more  and  more 
prospect  of  American  military  involvement.  The  House 
Foreign  Affairs  Committee,  according  to  one  of  its  mem¬ 
bers,  is  marking  time  until  the  results  of  the  Geneva  Con¬ 
ference  are  more  clear. 

Only  two  supplemental  appropriations  bills  have  been 
passed  by  both  Houses  of  Congress.  Seven  of  the  eleven 
regular  1955  appropriations  bills  have  passed  the  House. 

Measures  for  foreign  economic  aid,  UN  technical  assis¬ 
tance,  reconstruction  for  Korea  and  the  Middle  East,  sup¬ 
port  of  the  United  Nations  refugee  program  and  the  UN 
Children’s  Fund,  are  still  before  the  House  Foreign  Affairs 
Committee  for  authorization,  and  then  have  to  clear  the 
Appropriations  Committee. 

The  Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy  is  drafting 
legislation  to  turn  over  an  increasing  portion  of  atomic 
energy  development  to  private  industry.  Funds  have  not 
yet  been  restored  for  the  cut  in  exchange  of  persons  pro¬ 
gram.  Hearings  pro  and  con  on  curtailing  liquor  advertising 
bring  out  large  crowds.  McCarthy  hearings  drag  on  without 
clear-cut  results.  Preliminary  report  ^f  Reece  Committee, 
investigating  tax-exempt  foundations,  seems  to  threaten 
"thought  control  . 

Unanimous  Supreme  Court  decision  outlaws  segregation 
in  public  schools.  Federal  and  state  legislation  is  needed 
to  implement  decision. 

House  passes  housing  bill  providing  no  new  federal  aid 
to  housing;  no  affirmative  action  taken  yet  by  Senate  Bank¬ 
ing  and  Currency  Committee  on  President’s  request  for  aid 
to  construction  of  35,000  units  a  year  for  the  next  four 
years.  The  House  Ways  and  Means  Committee  has 
tentatively  approved  extension  of  social  security  payments 
to  cover  farm  operators,  self-employed  professional  people 
(including  doctors,  lawyers,  ministers),  some  domestic 
workers,  and  some  federal  employees,  but  the  bill  is  still 
in  committee. 


The  House  passed  a  bill  lowering  taxes  for  business¬ 
men,  by  increasing  depreciation  deductions,  and  by  lowering 
the  tax  on  income  from  dividends  -  but  giving  no  tax  relief 
to  individual  incomes  in  the  middle  or  at  the  bottom  of  the 
economic  scale.  The  debate  in  and  out  of  Congress  centers 
on  whether  the  country  fares  best  by  stimulating  business, 
or  by  increasing  consumer  buying  power. 

Both  Houses  passed  a  bill  setting  up  the  long-debated 
St.  Lawrence  Seaway,  which  has  been  supported  by  every 
President  since  Harding,  and  has  been  under  consideration 
for  some  thirty  years.  A  $2  billion  federal- aid-to-high way 
act  has  also  been  signed. 

The  Senate  rejected  a  proposed  Constitutional  amend¬ 
ment  to  give  18-year-olds  the  right  to  vote.  The  Senate 
approved  a  Constitutional  amendment  limiting  the  size  of 
the  Supreme  Court  to  nine  justices. 

Neither  House  has  before  it  yet  committee  proposals  for 
farm  policy  and  price  seaport  legislation,  nor  measures  to 
extend  the  reciprocal  trade  program,  nor  to  dispose  of  our 
|2^  billion  surplus  of  agricultural  commodities. 

A  new  syaem  of  public  health  grants-Tn-aid  to  the 
states  is  still  in  the  Senate  Committee  on  Labor  and 
Public  Welfare  after  passing  the  House.  Revisions  of  the 
Taft-Hartley  Act  have  been  shelved  in  the  Senate. 

Three  different  bills  have  been  passed  by  the  Senate, 
terminating  federal  jurisdiction  over  Indian  tribes  in  Utah, 
Texas  and  Western  Oregon.  These  now  await  House 
action. 

The  time  to  express  your  views  to  Congress  is  now,  in 
the  next  few  weeks  -  not  at  the  last  minute  during  a  floor 
debate.  The  editors  of  this  Newsletter  have  urged  you  in 
the  past  to  write  to  your  own  Senators  and  Congressmen. 
We  also  request  that  you  contact  Chairmen  and  members  of 
key  committees.  These  committees  are: 


Subject 

Disarmament  House  Foreign  Affairs 

Atomic  Energy  Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy 

Foreign  Aid  House  Foreign  Affairs;  Senate  Foreign 

Relations;  Senate  and  House  Appropriations 
Trade  House  Ways  and  Means 

Indo-China  House  Foreign  Affairs;  Senate  Foreign  Relations 

Wire-tapping  Senate  Judiciary 

Revision  of  Congressional  Procedures  House  and  Senate  Rules 
Indian  Legislation  House  and  Senate  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs 
Liquor  Advertising  Senate  and  House  Foreign  and 

Interstate  Commerce 

Housing  Senate  and  House  Banking  and  Currency 

You  have  received  a  copy  of  Register  Christian  Opinion 
(with  the  March  1953  Newsletter),  which  lists  members  of 
these  committees.)  Your  opinion  is  important  -  and  it  can 
be  effective  only  if  cogently  expressed.  One  well-thought 
out  letter  from  each  reader  of  this  Newsletter  is  worth  a 
year’s  testimony  from  the  Washington  office. 


Committee 
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For  more  complete  documentation  on  these  questions, 
we  further  suggest  that  you  ask  your  own  Congressman  or 
Senator  for  a  copy  of  (1)  the  bill,  (2)  the  Committee  report 
to  the  Senate  or  the  House,  if  such  has  been  made,  (3)  a 
copy  of  the  hearings,  if  they  were  held.  The  FCNL  stands 
ready  to  provide  you  with  further  information,  should  you 
desire  it. 

Indo'China  Crisis  Deepens 

As  this  Newsletter  is  being  written,  the  outcome  of  the 
Geneva  Conference  is  very  unclear,  so  far  as  a  settlement 
of  the  question  of  Indo-China  is  concerned.  Reports  persist 
in  Washington  that  unless  there  is  a  satisfactory  settlement 
in  Indo-China  soon,  which  few  expect,  President  Eisenhower 
will  ask  for  Congressional  ratification  of  a  treaty  for  the 
collective  defense  of  Southeast  Asia,  among  those  nations 
willing  to  join  the  United  States  in  such  a  pact,  and  for 
legislation  authorizing  him  to  take  such  action  as  may  be 
necessary  in  the  furtherance  of  the  aims  of  the  pact.  This 
would  avoid  a  direct  vote  on  the  question  of  sending  troops 
into  Indo-China. 

As  a  result,  we  seem  to  be  in  a  pre-war  situation, 
where  the  irrevocable  decision  to  go  in  with  troops  seems 
not  to  have  been  finally  made,  but  where  it  also  seems 
that  the  possibilities  of  further  military  involvement  are 
increasing,  and  where  members  of  Congress  say  it  would 
be  very  difficult  to  vote  against  a  Presidential  request  for 
the  use  of  authority  outlined  in  the  pact,  if  made. 

Members  of  Congress  with  whom  we  have  talked  report 
that  their  mail  is  running  heavily  against  sending  troops 
to  Indo-China.  So  much  now  deoends  on  the  President  and 
Secretary  of  State  Dulles.  These  men  are  faced  with  fate¬ 
ful  choices,  and  they  should  be  encouraged  to  persist  in 
sustained  efforts  at  negotiation  to  achieve  a  cease-fire, 
as  well  as  stepped  up  economic  aid  and  technical  assis¬ 
tance,  and  a  constructive  policy  of  combating  Communism, 
with  a  program  that  offers  political  freedom  instead  of 
colonialism  or  Communist  subjugation,  and  makes  common 
cause  with  the  downtrodden,  the  hungry,  and  the  suffering 
peoples  of  the  world. 

Hearings  on  Foreign  Aid  Continue 

The  House  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  is  still  hold¬ 
ing  hearings  on  the  President’s  foreign  aid  requests.  As 
was  discussed  in  the  last  Newsletter,  out  of  a  proposed 
foreign  military,  economic  and  technical  aid  program  of 
$3.3  billion,  $437  million  has  been  asked  for  technical 
cooperation  and  economic  development.  Of  this,  $18 
million  would  go  to  technical  assistance  programs  carried 
out  by  international  organizations,  to  be  used  over  an  18- 
month  period.  In  addition,  $13*3  million  has  been  asked 
for  the  UN  Children’s  Fund  for  the  same  period. 

E.  Raymond  Wilson  testified  for  the  Friends  Committee 
on  May  20.  He  urged  that  more  emphasis  be  placed  by  the 
United  States  on  the  work  of  the  UN  agencies.  A  strong 
plea  was  made  for  support  of  the  Children’s  Fund,  without 
crippling  restrictions  on  the  percentage  which  the  United 
States  might  contribute,  the  Emergency  Fund  of  the  High 
Commissioner  for  Refugees,  the  UN  agencies  in  Palestine 
and  Korea,  economic  aid  to  India  and  in  favor  of  con¬ 
tinuation  of  refunds  on  ocean  freight  to  voluntary  agencies 
for  supplies  shipped  overseas. 

During  the  question  period,  a  Congressman  asked  why 
the  United  States  should  grant  economic  aid  to  India, 
when  that  country  persisted  in  a  position  of  neutrality  in 
the  present  world  struggle,  and  refused  to  allow  passage 
of  United  States  aircraft  over  her  boundaries.  Raymond 
Wilson  reminded  the  Committee  that  the  United  States,  in 


general,  followed  a  policy  of  neutrality  for  most  of  its 
history  until  1940,  to  the  extent  of  refusing  to  join  the 
League  of  Nations  -  and  that  complete  identity  of  approach 
in  foreign  relations  should  not  be  a  prerequisite  for  a 
country  to  receive  United  States  help. 

In  concluding,  Raymond  Wilson  said: 

'*In  our  discussion  of  money,  matching  principles, 
percentages,  contributions,  and  the  like,  let  us  re¬ 
member,  first,  that  we  are  dealing  with  people  —  people 
who  are  hungry  or  sick  or  without  homes.  Let  us  re-  ^ 
member  that  they  are  children  of  the  same  God,  and  ^ 
deserve  an  opp>ortunity  to  live  and  grow  in  dignity  and  ^ 
freedom  and  well-being.  This  combined  program  of  ^ 
technical  assistance,  economic  aid,  aid  for  refugees  and  ^ 
for  reconstruction,  and  for  the  world’s  children  -  both  ^ 
through  the  United  States  and  United  Nations  program  •  , 

is  just  over  one  cent  out  of  each  dollar  in  the  total 
proposed  budget  of  the  United  States  of  $63.6  billion!” 

Trade  Program  Endangered! 

The  Reciprocal  Trade  program  stands  in  the  most  ^ 
serious  danger  it  has  faced  since  its  inception  in  1934. 
The  last  session  of  Congress  extended  the  Act  for  a  year,  j| 
pending  recommendations  by  the  President’s  Commission  ^ 
on  Foreign  Economic  Policy.  Recommendations  made  by  ^ 
this  Commission,  headed  by  Clarence  C.  Randall,  were  ^ 
sent  to  Congress  by  the  President  on  March  30,  and  were  ^ 
incorporated  in  a  bill  (H.R.  8860)  introduced  by  Repre- 
sentative  Robert  H.  Kean  of  New  Jersey.  [j 

Normally  such  recommendations  would  be  sponsored  by  ^ 
the  Chairman  of  the  House  Ways  and  Means  Committee,  but  " 
Chairman  Daniel  A.  Reed,  although  a  member  of  the  Randall 
Commission,  has  been  a  consistent  opponent  of  the  Re-  ® 
ciprocal  Trade  Agreements,  and  did  not  sign  the  Commis-  ^ 
sion’s  report.  He  is  opposed  to  Representative  Kean’s  bill.  ^ 

On  March  20,  the  President  indicated  in  a  letter  to  Mr.  § 
Charles  Percy,  a  Chicago  businessman,  that  he  still  wants 
one  year  extension  of  the  program  -  bix  he  is  not  pressing 
for  further  liberalization  of  the  bill.  Since  even  with  strong  ^ 
Presidential  support,  the  bill  would  face  great  opposition 
in  Congress,  the  situation  is  extremely  grave.  Chairman  -j 
Reed  announced  May  21  that  he  would  give  full  opportunity 
to  labor  and  business  representatives  who  have  been 
adversely  effected  by  imports  to  be  heard,  but  hearings 
have  not  yet  been  scheduled,  and  there  is  no  assurance 
that  witnesses  favorable  to  the  trade  program  will  be  , 
heard.  (; 

The  probability  is  that  even  if  a  bill  extending  the  Act  ^ 
is  passed,  so  many  new  restrictions  would  be  added  that  , 
most  good  effects  would  be  cancelled.  This  situation  is  so 
serious  that  a  number  of  organizations  favoring  a  liberal  |, 
trade  policy  are  wondering  if  it  would  not  be  better  to  let  j 
the  program  expire  altogether,  in  the  hope  that  an  aroused  , 
public  would  demand  a  better  policy  from  the  next  Congress.  ^ 
On  the  ocher  hand,  if  the  Trade  Act  should  expire,  ^ 
there  would  be  no  authority  for  further  reduction  of  trade 
barriers,  or  renewal  of  the  present  trade  agreements.  A  ^ 
-decline  in  foreign  trade  would  intensify  the  recession  in 
the  United  States,  because  lowered  imports  would  mean  a 
decline  in  buying  power  for  United  States  exports,  at  a  time 
when  we  are  plagued  by  a  surplus  of  agricultural  and  manu¬ 
factured  products.  It  would  adversely  and  seriously  effect 
the  economic  stability  of  other  countries,  on  whose  pros¬ 
perity  and  well-being  so  much  of  America’s  security  and 
standard  of  living  depend. 
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The  comments  by  Chairman  Welker  at  the  conclusion  of 
the  testimony  may  indicate  the  value  of  testimony,  in¬ 
cluding  that  which  presents  a  mim-nty  or  unpopular  point 
of  view,  and  the  responsibility  of  the  FCNL  to  try  to  pre¬ 
sent  what  seems  to  be  sound  in  principle.  Senator  Welker 
said:  *'I  have  already  paid  my  respects  to  your  great 

religious  body.  I  want  to  say  to  you  that  I  have  examined 
hundreds  and  hundreds  of  witnesses  since  I  have  been  in 
the  Senate....  I  have  never  enjoyed  more  the  examination 
of  any  other  witness  than  you,  because  you  have  been  pro¬ 
found,  sincere,  and  I  know  you  have  made  a  great  study. 
We  may  differ  as  reasonable  minds  will  always  differ,  but 
1  certainly  respect  you  and  I  commend  you  very  highly, 
sir.” 

On  May  18,  Senator  Morse  of  Oregon  delivered  in  the 
Senate  the  first  of  a  series  of  speeches  on  wire-tapping. 
He  said,  in  part:  "Wire-tapping  proposals,  in  my  judgment, 
threaten  historic  gains  in  protecting  the  privacy  and  se¬ 
curity  of  the  American  home.  Freedom  and  rights  that 
have  been  long  enjoyed  are  too  often  taken  for  granted. 
The  decades  of  sacrifice  with  which  they  were  earned  are 
too  soon  forgotten." 


Reece  Committee  Studies  Tax-Exempt  Foundations 

Many  persons  interested  in  civil  liberties  have  been 
alarmed  at  the  staff  report,  issued  by  the  Select  House 
Committee  to  Investigate  Tax-Exempt  Foundations,  v^ich 
appears  very  biased,  and  borders  dangerously  near  attempts 
at  "thought  control." 

The  basic  question  involved  is  not  whether  foundations 
have  been  wise  or  prudent  or  prophetic  or  conservative  or 
stupid  in  the  choice  of  their  grants.  The  question  is 
whether  this  committee  and  its  staff,  or  any  Congressional 
^committee,  is  qualified  to  pass  objective  judgment  on  the 
educational  projects  and  purposes  of  foundations. 

The  staff  made  the  astounding  statement  that  foun¬ 
dations  had  been  "directing  education  in  the  United  States 
toward  an  international  viewpoint  and  discrediting  the 
tradition  to  which  it  has  been  dedicated...  and  they  are*] 
decreasing  the  dependency  of  education  upon  the  re¬ 
sources  of  the  local  community  and  freeing  it  from  many  of 
natural  safeguards  inherent  in  this  American  tradition, 
hey  are  changing  both  school  and  college  curricula  to  the 
int  where  they  sometimes  denied  the  principles  under- 
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lying  the  American  way  of  life.*’ 

The  Report  finally  says,  "It  seems  incredible  that  the 
trustees  of  typically  American  fortune-created  foundations 
should  have  permitted  them  to  be  used  to  finance  ideas  and 
practices  incompatible  with  the  fundamental  concepts  of 
our  Constitution.  Yet  there  seems  evidence  that  this  may 
have  occurred.  ’’ 

The  Select  Committee  was  established  in  a  House 
resolution  approved  July  27,  1953*  It  includes  B.  Carroll 
Reece,  Chairman;  Wayne  L.  Hays  of  Ohio;  Jesse  P. 
Wolcott  of  Michigan;  Angler  L.  Goodwin  of  Massachusetts; 
and  Gracie  Pfost  of  Idaho.  It  was  allotted  $30,000  in 
1933  and  on  April  6,  1934,  was  granted  $63,000  to  continue 
this  study.  On  May  24,  the  Democratic  members,  Wayne 
L.  Hays  and  Gracie  Pfost,  walked  out  of  the  Committee  in 
protest  against  the  way  the  inquiry  was  being  conducted, 
and  claimed  that  the  Committee  was  violating  its  own 
rules. 

Bryson  Bill  Prohibiting  Liquor  Advertising 
Stirs  Lively  Hearings 

Crowds  jammed  the  House  Caucus  Room  for  the  three 
days  of  hearings  pro  and  con  on  H.R.  1227  introduced  by 
the  late  Congressman  Bryson  to  ban  interstate  transmission 
of  advertising  of  alcoholic  beverages  in  the  press  and  over 
radio  and  television. 

Clayton  M.  Wallace,  speaking  for  the  National  Tem¬ 
perance  League,  p>ointed  out  that  the  21st  Amendment 
contains  a  section  which  makes  illegal  the  transportation 
of  intoxicating  liquors  into  states  in  violation  of  their 
laws.  "Inherent  in  legislation  genuinely  designed  to 
inculcate  temperance  is  the  necessity  for  the  existence  of 
power  to  regulate  the  solicitation  of  liquor  sales.  Under 
existing  laws  the  states  have  no  adequate  authority  to  do 
this  with  respect  to  sales  promotion  efforts  directed  at  the 
people  residing  within  their  borders  by  alcoholic  beverage 
dealers  without  the  state  who  use  the  radio,  television, 
the  mails  and  other  facilities  of  interstate  commerce  for 
advertising  their  products,  since  such  media  are  under  the 
paramount  control  of  the  Federal  Government  under  the 
Commerce  Clause  of  the  Constitution". 

Representative  Emanuel  Celler  in  opposing  the  Bryson 
Bill,  said  government  restrictions  on  liquor  advertising 
would  establish  a  precedent  leading  to  "general  federal 
censorship"  of  press  and  radio. 
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School  Segregation  Outlawed  by  Unanimous 
Supreme  Court  Decision 

On  May  17  the  Supreme  Court  handed  down  the  long- 
awaited  decision  on  school  segregation.  Since  the  court 
in  1896  had  decided  in  Plessy  v.  Ferguson  that  separate 
but  equal  facilities  (in  this  case  a  question  of  transpor¬ 
tation)  would  satisfy  the  fourteenth  Amendment,  many 
communities,  north  and  south,  had  practiced  segregation 
without  hindrance.  In  the  present  decision  the  Court 
stated  that  "Segregation  of  white  and  colored  children  in 
public  schools  has  a  detrimental  effect  on  colored  chil¬ 
dren...  Segregation  has  a  tendency  to  retard  the  educa¬ 
tional  and  mental  developmentof  Negro  children.. .Seperate 
educational  facilities  are  inherently  unequal.” 

The  decision  was  unanimous  and  was  read  by  Chief 
Justice  Warren.  On  the  same  day  the  Court  also  outlawed 
segregation  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  where  the  fourteenth 
amendment  does  not  apply  because  it  is  not  a  "state”. 
However,  the  Court  did  not  order  an  immediate  end  of 
segregation,  but  instead  asked  for  advice  from  Counsel 
on  how  to  carry  out  the  process  of  integration  in  the 
schools.  Another  opinion  is  expected  during  the  next  term 
of  court  to  indicate  how  rapidly  integration  must  be  ac¬ 
complished.  Now  comes  the  problem  of  federal  and  state 
legislation  to  achieve  integration. 

On  May  24  the  Court  sent  th.ce  racial  segregation 
cases  back  to  lower  courts  to  be  reexamined  in  the  light 
of  the  ruling  on  May  17,  and  refused  to  hear  appeals  in 
three  other  cases  in  which  the  lower  courts  had  decided 
against  segregation.  These  cases  involved  two  state 
universities,  a  junior  college,  two  public  parks  and  a  low- 
cost  housing  development. 

Far  Reaching  Decisions  Confront  Atomic  Energy  Committee 

One  of  the  most  momentous  decisions  of  this  Congress 
concerns  what  shall  be  done  about  the  future  development 
of  atomic  energy,  on  which  the  taxpayers  have  already 
spent  more  than  12  billion  dollars,  largely  for  military 
uses  including  atom  and  hydrogen  bombs.  The  eighteen  - 
member  Joint  Congressional  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy, 
under  the  Chairmanship  of  Representative  W.  Sterling 
Cole,  will  continue  the  very  brief  hearings  June  2  for  three 
days.  The  Chairman  is  driving  toward  action  by  Congress 
before  adjournment. 

The  identical  bills  now  before  the  Committee,  H.R. 
8862  and  S.  3323,  have  already  been  revised  in  Committee, 
but  not  yet  made  public.  Major  issues  revolve  around  the 
extent  to  which  atomic  energy  development  at  this  stage 
should  be  turned  over  to  private  industry,  how  far  com¬ 
panies  should  be  allowed  to  build  patent  monopolies,  how 
much  inside  track  should  be  given  to  companies  already 
having  contracts  under  the  government  program,  how  much 
peacetime  development  actually  will  or  can  take  place 
under  exclusive  government  ownership,  how  much  infor¬ 
mation  should  be  shared  with  our  allies,  and  with  the 
American  people,  and  how  much  civilian  control  is  possible 
with  more  and  more  power  being  vested  in  the  Chairman 
who,  at  present  is  Admiral  Strauss. 

The  FCNL  has  filed  a  brief  asking  for  more  emphasis 
on  efforts  for  universal  guaranteed  disarmament,  including 
abolition  of  weapons  of  mass  destruction,  specific  support 
for  implementing  the  President’s  proposals  for  an  in¬ 
ternational  pool  of  atomic  energy  for  peaceful  purposes, 
and  drastic  revision  of  the  sections  dealing  with  inter¬ 
national  agreements. 

Irving  Brant,  the  biographer,  writing  in  the  New  Republic 
for  May  17  in  an  open  letter  to  Congressman  Chet  Holifield, 


who  has  been  leading  almost  a  one-man  campaign  in  the 
Committee  against  granting  such  far-reaching  privilege  to 
private  industry  at  this  time,  points  out  that  the  bill  would 
require  the  government  to  give  industry  the  uranium  de¬ 
posits  it  owns  and  then  buy  them  back.  The  people’s 
investment  in  atomic  energy  now  exceeds  the  total  equity 
of  the  entire  electrical  industry,  which  amounted  to  $11.4 
billion  in  1953* 

One  of  the  arguments  used  by  some  members  of  the 
Committee  for  such  a  bill  is  that  so  long  as  government 
retains  exclusive  control  of  atomic  energy  development,  it 
will  concentrate  on  military  uses  and  fail  to  develop  its 
peacetime  uses  fast  enough.  Will,  or  can,  private  industry 
do  better? 

This  atomic  energy  question  is  part  ofthe  larger  problem 
of  what  is  the  public  interest  in  the  handling  of  forests, 
public  lands,  mineral  rights,  grazing  rights,  water  rights, 
tidelands  oil,  soil  conservation  and  the  resources  which 
belong  to  all  the  people  in  trust  for  future  generations. 

Senate  Committee  Considers  Wire  Tapping  Legislation 

The  Senate  Judiciary  Subcommittee  under  the  Chairman¬ 
ship  of  Senator  Alexander  W'iley,  has  before  it  the  Attorney 
General’s  request  for  permission  to  use  wire-tap  evidence 
in  the  courts,  under  the  authority  of  the  Attorney  General, 
in  cases  of  suspected  espionage,  sabotage  or  subversion. 
The  .  House  already  passed  a  measure  which  would  vest 
such  discretion  in  the  federal  judges  instead  of  the  Attorney 
General. 

On  May  12,  William  A.  Rahill,  a  member  of  the  FCNL 
Executive  Committee,  and  a  practicing  attorney  in  Phila¬ 
delphia,  testified  against  "any  and  all  wire-tapping”. 
While  stressing  the  opposition  of  the  FCNL  to  all  totali¬ 
tarian  ideologies  and  to  criminal  acts,  he  said  however 
"A  free  people  must  continually  be  on  the  alert  to  see  that 
the  means  employed  to  preserve  their  government  are  com¬ 
patible  with  ends  that  government  was  framed  to  serve.” 

He  also  said:  "We  agree  with  the  Attorney  General  in 
that  part  of  his  testimony  before  your  Subcommittee  last 
month  where  he  said  that  if  he  were  permitted  to  utilize  in 
criminal  proceedings  against  alleged  spies  and  saboteurs, 
evidence  obtained  by  wire  tapping,  it  would  simplify  his 
job  of  securing  the  nation.  But  by  the  same  reasoning, 
so  would  the  thumbscrew  and  the  rack  make  possible 
the  detection  of  these  people.  There  are  certain  things 
that  we  in  a  democracy  do  not  do  even  to  protect  our¬ 
selves.” 

Under  questioning,  by  Acting  Chairman,  Herman  Welker 
of  Idaho,  William  Rahill  referred  to  a  Supreme  Court  de¬ 
cision,  Gouled  V.  The  United  States,  decided  in  1921.  In 
this  case,  the  judges  said  in  effect  that  a  search  may  be 
made  for  incriminating  material  after  it  has  been  esta¬ 
blished  that  a  crime  has  been  committed,  but  not  for 
evidence  that  such  a  crime  may  be  committed,  or  was 
committed.  The  decision  said  in  part: 

"Search  warrants  may  not  be  used  as  a  means  of 
gaining  access  to  a  man’s  house  or  office  and  papers, 
solely  for  the  purpose  of  making  search  for  the  purpose 
of  securing  evidence  to  be  used  against  him  in  a 
criminal  or  penal  proceeding.  They  may  be  resorted  to 
only  when  a  primary  right  to  such  search  and  seizure 
may  be  found  in  the  interest  which  the  public  or  the 
complainant  may  have  in  the  property  to  be  seized,  or 
in  the  right  to  the  possession  of  it,  or  when  a  valid 
exercise  of  the  police  power  renders  possession  of  the 
property  by  the  accused  unlawful  and  provides  that  it 
may  be  taken.” 
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